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The Methodsst Federation for Social Action, an unofficial mem- 
bership organization, seeks to deepen within the Church, the sense 
of social obligation and opportunity to study, from the Christian 
point of view, soctal problems and their solutions; and to promote 
Soctal action in the spirit of Jesus. The Federation rejects the 
method of the struggle for profit as the economic base for society 
and seeks to replace it with social-economic planning to develop a 
Society without class or group discriminations and privileges. In 
seeking these objectives the Federation does not commit sts mem- 
bers to any specific program, but remains an inspirational and edu- 
cational agency, proposing social changes by democratsc dectsion, 
not by violence. 
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IN THE STRUGGLE FOR A PEACEFUL WORLD 


CHURCHILL ASKS PEACE TALKS NOW 


In what the NY Herald Tribune called “one of the major 
speeches of his career” Prime Minister Churchill “proposed 
an immediate high-level conference between the Western powers 
and Russia’—in addressing the House of Commons on May ll. 

Churchill based his belief that the time for such talks was 
now propitious on what he called “the supreme event” of 
recent history—the peace moves and changes “in the Soviet do- 
mains and particularly the Kremlin since the death of Stalin.” 
He warned the West against delaying such peace talks by try- 
ing to impose preconditions, or by excessive demands which 
might “impede any spontaneous and healthy evolution which 
may be taking place inside Russia. I have regarded some of the 
internal manifestations and apparent change of mind as far 
more important than what has happened outside.” 

The Tribune put it, “Sir Winston, unlike Pres. Eisenhower, 
wants an immediate meeting with Russia without setting prior 
conditions or awaiting further deeds as evidence of Soviet 
good will.” 

In Churchill's own words: “It is the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government to avoid by every means in their power doing 
anything or saying anything which could check any favorable 
reaction which may be taking place and to look for every sign 
of improvement in our relations with Russia. 

“It would, I think, be a mistake to assume that nothing can 
be settled with the Soviet Union until all has been settled. 
Settlement of two or three of our difficulties would be an im- 
portant gain for every peace-loving country. For instance, 
peace in Korea, conclusion of an Austrian peace treaty—these 
might lead to an easement of our relations for the next few 
years which might open new prospects to the security and 
prosperity of all nations. 

“It would certainly do no more harm if for a while each 
side looked about for things to do which would be agreeable 
to each other... — 

“We all desire that the Russian people should take their 
high place in world affairs, which is their due, without feeling 
anxiety about their own security .. . 


“In spite of all the uncertainties and all the confusion in 
which the world affairs are plunged, I believe that a conference 
on the highest level should take place between the leading 
powers without long delay. 

“This conference should not be overhung by ponderous or 
rigid agenda or lead into mazes or jungles of technical details 
zealously contested by hoards of experts and officials drawn up 
in a vast cumbrous array. 

“The conference should be confined to the smallest number 
of persons and powers possible. They should meet with a 
measure of informality and a still greater measure of privacy 
and seclusion. 

“It may well be that no hard and fast agreement would be 
reached but there might be a general feeling among those 
gathered together that they might do something better than 
tear the human race, including themselves, into bits, 

“For instance, they might be attracted, as President Eisen- 
hower has shown himself to be and as Pravda does not chal- 
lenge, to the idea of letting the weary toiling masses of man- 
kind enter upon the best spell of good fortune, fair play, well- 
being and harmless happiness that has ever been within their 
reach or even within their dreams. 

“I only say this might happen. I do not see why anyone 
should be frightened of having a try. 

“If there is not at the summit of the nations the will to win 
the greatest prize and the greatest honor offered to mankind, 
doom-laden responsibility will fall upon those who now possess 
the power to decide. At the worst the participants in the meet- 
ing will have established more intimate contacts. At best we 
might have a generation of peace.” (See NY Times and NY 
Herald Tribune, 5-12-53). 

Do you agree with Churchill that the time has come for 
our government to join in a dramatic try for the settlement 
of differences, relaxation of tensions, and a possible ‘“‘generation 
of peace?” Our servants and representatives should hear from 
us. Why not write or wire Pres. Eisenhower (White House, 
Wash., D. C.) & Secretary of State Dulles (State Dept. Bldg., 
Wash.) ? And persuade other peace-seekers to do so. 


CONTINUED ON Pace |8 


FEDERATIONISTS - - COME TO PALOS PARK 


Attend the National Membership Meeting, June 1-3, at the 
Community Center, Palos Park, near Chicago—“The House by 
the Side of the Road.” snd 

Delegate registration should be sent now—$3.00. _ 

. Convenes with the FORTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY DIN- 
NER, 6:00 PM Monday, June 1. Registration will begin Monday 
afternoon. 

The entire cost for six meals and two nights will be $10. 
The charge will be per meal and per night of lodging. : 
The sessions, to be held in this beautiful Park, will be 
marked by good fellowship, worship, and the give and take of 


I want to be assigned housing. (] 


_ REGISTRATION BLANK 
MFSA MEMBERSHIP MEETING 
June 1-3, 1953 ~ 
PaALos PARK COMMUNITY CENTER, ILLINOIS 
I will come and enclose my $3.00 registration fee. [] ee 
Tualso enclose: $...3.2. 2204. cn tek , to bring my paid membership up to date. | 


immediately to: MFSA, Room 402, 150 Fifth Avenue, New York 11, N. Y.) 


democratic discussion as Federation members work out their 
program for the coming year. 
“Among outstanding leaders who will be with us then are 
Prof. Kermit Eby, Dr. Lucius Porter, Dean John B. Thompson, 
Dr. Harry F. Ward, Mr. L. Earl Willmott. And Prof. Z. K. 
Matthews of South Africa is sending us a message on wire re- 
cording. ; . ; 

The largest and ‘widest participation possible is sought at 
this meeting. Palos Park is convenient and centrally located, 
and members are urged to come and join in this important 


_meeting. 


ot 


|... Though I cannot be present, I enclose a contribution of $ 
| My advance suggestions and proposals for the meeting are enclosed. [] ~ } 
Te ea re ne RUMEN Eo caee scp SvaesotecaeSeme aed os Snssio oscanaonpestie sos ceaeneenegeseestenstctnainescatntvenntserneetnesnntnetisse soe 
(Further needed details or materials on: thie meeting will be sent Registrants. This Registration form should be mailed 


The Federation’s Executive Committee, in its last meeting 
voted an appeal to our government to use every channel of 
negotiation, including high-level talks between Pres. Eisen- 
hower and Premier Malenkov, to abate and end the cold war. 

Members of the Arab-Asian bloc in the U. N. have long urged 
big power talks to ease tensions. Mr. Nehru and the ruling 
National Congress Party in India urge big five negotiations 
(including the Peoples Republic of China.) The same pro- 
posal was urged May 3 by the conservative French political 
leader,. former Premier Edgar Faure, who also urged France to 
seize “any opportunity to end the Indo-China war.” (NY 
Times, May 4, 1913). 

The National MFSA Membership Meeting, convening June I, 
will need to decide whether to support and urge big power 
peace talks. What do you recommend? 


Mr. President, We Agree! 


In addressing the American Society of Newspaper Editors, 
April 16, 1953, Pres. Eisenhower said the “first great step” 
towards world peace “must be the conclusion of an honorable 
armistice in Korea.” 

For many tragic, bloody months in Korea, only one question 
in dispute between the truce negotiators at Panmunjom has 
barred completion of the armistice draft and what our leaders 
confess to consider ‘an honorable armistice in Korea.” That 
dispute is over repatriation of prisoners of war. 

On this question our U. S. Delegates at the U. N. Assembly 
(with Pres.-elect Eisenhower and Mr. Dulles consulted and 
concurring) voted for the Indian resolution, then opposed by 
the Soviet bloc in the U. N. and by China and North Korea. 
Sincerity of our’ U. S. support for the Indian resolution was 
questioned by some, since that support was not voiced until 
the resolution’s implementation had been made impossible by 
the vigorous opposition expressed by the other side—on the 
grounds that the Indian resolution did not assure the complete 
repatriation of war prisoners called for by the Geneva Con- 
vention on War Prisoners which our government has signed 
and which it helped draft in 1949. (See Dec., 1952, SOCIAL 
QUESTIONS BULLETIN). 

Sincerity of our formal support for the Indian resolution on 
war prisoner repatriation has now been put clearly to the test 
by proposals on the issue now introduced by the Chinese- 
North Korean side. Those proposals, now under consideration, 
are patterned carefully and closely on those accepted by us in 
the Indian resolution last fall. In both cases the proposal is 
that war prisoners who now reject repatriation, be under super- 
vision of a neutral commission consisting of the four powers al- 
ready named in the agreed armistice draft: Czechoslovakia, 
Poland, Sweden, Switzerland — together with a fifth power to 
serve as arbiter or to prevent a deadlocking tie vote. The cur- 
rent Chinese-North Korean proposal names India as the fifth 
commission member. India’s membership was widely assumed 
last fall, but not specified. Both proposals call for majority 
decisions by the commission, without any veto power by either 
side. Both agree that there shall be a period when the prisoners 
initially against their own repatriation, will be released from 
the detaining army, placed under the neutral commission, and 
given opportunity to talk with representatives of their respec- 
tive governments as to their future welfare and safety and as 
to any misapprehensions they have. Both agree finally that 
final disposition of any remaining prisoners shall be in the 
hands of the post-armistice political conference already agreed 
to, by both sides in the armistice draft. 

In effect, the other side has now accepted the proposals in the 
Indian resolution for which our government voted last fall, 
with the approval of the incoming Eisenhower Administration. 
If that vote and approval were sincere, there should be no 


further delay, in “conclusion of an honorable armistice in~_ 


Korea.” Why not, then, write the President and urge him to fol- 
low up his speech and take the offered “first great step” towards 
world peace, : —- 


wW hat About An Immediate once Fire? 


In his speech before the Newspaper Editors, Pres. Eisenhower _ 


said as to “conclusion of an honorable armistice in Korea”: 
‘This means the immediate cessation of hostilities and the 
initiation of political discussions leading to the hold- 


free elections in a united Korea.” — 
isenhower ; 


Indian resolution. Because of our government’s insistent oppo- 
sition to an immediate cease-fire, the Indian delegate did not 
incorporate the proposal for it, nor did the Assembly accept it. 

Back in January, 1951, our government voted in the U. N. 
for an Arab-Asian proposal for an immediate cease-fire in 
Korea as a prelude and prerequisite to truce talks. At that time 
an immediate cease-fire in Korea would have been, from an 
immediate military viewpoint, advantageous for our side—then 
daily retreating, and disadvantageous to the steadily advancing 
Chinese-North Korean side. Even so, press reports at the time 
indicated we voted with our tongues in cheek with the Arab- 
Asian bloc (who have been voting with us on Korean questions) : 
This was to avoid a harmful split with them over an immediate 
cease fire which (said the press reports) we knew the advancing 
Chinese and North Koreans would not accept—any more than 
Gen. Mac Arthur had been willing to accept an earnest Indian 
government proposal for a military halt and cease fire a few 
months earlier when his forces had routed the North Korean 
Army and reached the 38th Parallel prior to Chinese inter- 
vention. 

A few months after we had voted in the U. N. for an im- 
mediate cease-fire, our opponents began advocating it, in the 
truce talks. Thereafter our generals and U. N. delegates, and 
other government- spokesmen firmly opposed it; and this has 
been the position taken ever since the truce talks in Korea 
began in July, 1951, nearly two years and many tens of thou- 
sands of casualties on both sides ago. Our Federation appeal for 
an immediate cease fire on both sides (see Exec. Committee 
resolution reprinted in Oct., 1952, Bulletin) , has sought to save 
the many thousands of American boys and Koreans and Chi- 
nese maimed and killed as a result of continued hostilities. 
Our position further is that the truce talks could have been 
concluded just as rapidly, and certainly as rationally and ethi- 
cally, if the murderous hostilities on both sides had been halted 
before or during the talks. 

Now that Pres. Eisenhower has publicly asked the “immediate 
cessation of hostilities’ which the Generals and U. N. delegates 
representing his Administration have opposed heretofore, we 
suggest you write him and ask that he put that new, different 
and commendable policy into effect in Korea NOW. 

And what policies would you have MFSA adopt on this ques- 
tion at the forthcoming 1953 MFSA Membership Meeting.? 


The Blessings of Disarmament 


The Federation has long advocated an end to the burdensome 
and war-threatening arms race, and its replacement by multi- 
lateral disarmament. We find ourselves in agreement, there- 
fore with President Eisenhower in his recent address before The 
American Society of Newspaper Editors when he outlined the 
results we can expect from continuation of present international 
conflicts and the arms race: 

“The worst is atomic war. The best would be this: A life of 
perpetual fear and tension; a burden of arms draining the 
wealth and the labor of all peoples; a wasting of strength that 
defies the American system or the Soviet system or any system 
to achieve true abundance and happiness for the peoples of this 
earth. Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every 
rocket fired signifies—in the final sense—a theft from those who 
hunger and are not fed, those who are cold and are not clothed. 
This world in arms is not spending money alone. It is spend- 
ing the sweat of its laborers, the genius of its scientists, the 
hopes of its children. The cost of one modern heavy bomber 
is this: A modern brick school in more than thirty cities. It is: 


Two electric power plants, each serving a town of 60,000. 


population. It is: Two fine, fully equipped hospitals. It is 
some fifty miles of concrete pavement. We pay for a single 
fighter plane with a half-million bushels of wheat. We pay for 
a single destroyer with new homes that could have housed more 


than 8000 people. This—I repeat—is the best way of life to be 
found on the road the world has been taking. This is not a 
way of life at all, in any true sense. Under the cloud of threaten- 
ing war, it is humanity hanging from a cross of iron”) > 
_ Later in his speech the President offered to cooperate in ae 
program of world disarmament and to ask ‘tthe American 


“people to join with all nations in devo 


i, 


Though the President described poignantly the potential 
values of disarmament, the actual program still pursued by the 
government is one of costly rearmament here and elsewhere. 
Indeed, in his speech to the Newspaper Editors, the President 
described as imperative “the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion, embracing a European Defense community.” It is well 
known that the NATO and the EDC are strictly military al- 
liances, parts and parcels of the arms race and the cold war. 
In the same speech the President reiterated his insistence that 
Western Germany have a full partnership in this military al- 
liance. Is the rearming of Germany the way to a world dis- 
armed? Is it likely that the Soviet Union or other countries 
so recently the victims of German invasion, will cooperate in 
any program which has the rearmament of Germany or Western 
Germany as its prerequisite? ‘ 

Indeed the picture of possible future disarmament is in strik- 
ing contrast to the actual program of rearmament which our 
government has fostered and led. 


Our Military Global Operations 


Last year in the House of Representatives, Honorable Howard 
H. Buffett of Nebraska told the House that he had learned 
“from the Department of Defense that 41 foreign” governments 
have troops in training in the United States . . . added to this 
drum beating here I found we are actively training the troops 
of 19 nations on foreign soil.” Mr. Buffett read into the Con- 
gressional Record a letter written to him for George H. Olm- 
stead, Major General, US Army, Director, Office of Military 
Assistance. That letter named the 41 foreign’ governments 
with personnel in training in the U. S.,” and it named the 
19 foreign countries where there were U. S. Army, Navy and Air 
Force training missions. 

Mr. Buffett described himself as “amazed” to learn the extent 
of our global military operations and gave this solemn warning: 
- “It may not now be possible to secure a fair appraisal of 
what our nation is doing to itself. The lash of war propaganda 
plus enticing economic and emotional pressures toward war may 
be irresistible . . . 

“Our military expansion, with its goal of. dominating the 
globe outside Russia’s borders, will almost certainly end either 
in economic collapse and ‘dictatorship in America, or global 
war that will lead to the same result. . . 

“We have the largest military budget ever recorded in any 
nation that was not officially at war. 

“We are training foreign troops and stationing our own 
all over the world. 

“We are building toward an industrial plant available for war 
purposes larger than any other in the world . . . : 

“Our present military global operations will, if continued a 
short time, make our economic ruin certain.” 
(Reprints of this important speech in Congress may be 

secured from the MFSA office, without charge.) 

Further data as to our U. S. global military operations, was 
highlighted sharply by the U. S. News and World Report 
in an issue earlier this year (January 30). That issue contained 
a two page map of the U. S. air bases which now surround 
almost completely the U. S. S. R. and China. As this con- 
servative magazine itself put it: “Soviet is encircled by U. S. 
Bases”. Referring to our “fast new U. S. bombers,” the article 
stated: “Within six hours, these big new jets can plaster all of 
the major cities and industries of the Soviet world.” 


GERMANY 


‘Our government has ratified treaties which associate Western 
Germany with the U. S.-led NATO military ‘alliance and 
‘rearm Western Germany within the European Defence Com- 

- munity. As was true of Korea, there are today rival German 
governments, sponsored by rival foreign powers. But the two 
_ Germanys are not only sponsored, but also occupied militarily, 
«by the major rival foreign powers. If one Germany is armed 
against the other, and brought into a full-fledged military al- 
liance with the U. S.-led. West, what reaction should we expect 
from the other Germany and from the Soviet-led East, so re- 
cently invaded by German troops? If war breaks out in Ger- 
many, where “incidents” are so easy, is it likely to be ‘confined 
to Germany, when armed Soviet troops and armed U..S. troops 
are both there in support of different sides? To prevent civil 
war in Germany and the outbreak there of World War Til, 
- MFSA has advocated in. the past a Germany unified, democra- 
tized, and demilitarized—and thus not a military participant on 
either side of the arms race or cold war. Our government's policy 
of German rearmament has been frustrated up to the present 
by the decisive opposition within Germany itself and among 
-other Western Europeans, especially the French. But what atti- 
‘tude should we as Americans take? What German policy 
yuld we demand of our government in the interest of peace? 
nd should the MFSA Membership Meeting take? 
ur recommendations now. ws bug heceelpggi Sas 


: 


| J. W. E. Bowen and Rev. Edgar Wahlberg; Recording Sec- 


What Attitude Should We Take Towards China? 


In his farewell address as Secretary General of the United 
Nations, Mr. Trygve Lie stressed a negotiated peace settlement 
in Korea as the most pressing business for friends of peace. 
He also stressed that “there can be no settlement unless ‘the 
Peoples Republic of China is a party to it.” Mr. Lie has long 
advocated the principle of universality for the United Nations, 
and thus the admission of the real government of the earth’s 
most populous nation, The Peoples Republic of China has for 
some time been ‘recognized by such diverse governments as 
those of England, the U. S. S. R., Israel, Yugoslavia, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Denmark, Norway, Pakistan, India, Indonesia, 
Burma. Recognition of China’s government and its inclusion 
in the U. N., has been advocated in the past by MFSA, as ‘also 
by the Quakers, the Commission on World Peace of the Method- 
ist Church, and others. The 1951 MFSA Membership Meeting 
proposed that this recognition and admission take place ‘as soon 
as the Korean War has been ended. 

Quite different ‘is ‘the policy advocated (and practiced) by 
some very powerful, leading Americans. This contrary policy 
is to continue to recognize, and ally ourselves militarily with, 
the former government now exiled (and protected by our 
Navy) on Formosa—with the goal of destroying China’s new 
government and reimposing the ousted one. Secretary Dulles 
and other government leaders have declared economic war on 
new China. Admiral Radford, who has advocated the war-like 
act of naval blockade against China, has just been appointed 
new chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by President Eisen- 
hower. What China policies should the 1953 MFSA Member- 
ship Meeting advocate, as the Korean War may be drawing 
to a close? Send us your recommendations. 


Colonialism and .War 


In President Eisenhower’s speech to the Newspaper Editors, 
he demanded that the Soviet Union call. off “the direct and in- 
direct attacks upon the security of Indo-China and Malaya.” 

Secretary Dulles has talked much of foreign aggression against 
Laos. Our government has urged France to appeal to the UN 
against this “aggression”. The French have not been eager. 
Perhaps they know better than our leaders that they and the 
IndoChinese are really not the same, but quite different 
people: linguistically, racially, geographically, and culturally— 
people indeed who long have been and still are in conflict with 
one another. Most people. know that IndoChina has been not 
a Russian colony, but a colony of France—a colony now strug- 
gling effectively for independence. As for the “aggression” 
which Mr. Dulles decries in Laos, Laos, and Cambodia and 
Vietnam have under foreign French rule all been parts of one 
country: French IndoChina. The “invaders” of Laos are fellow 
victims of French colonialism—engaged in a. common struggle 
for national independence. As for actual foreign aggression in 
Indochina, no one has yet seen any Russians. there; and the 
French themselves have consistently denied the presence of 
Chinese troops. But. if we send American troops to Indochina, 
Chinese intervention may follow and veto our own, as was the 
case in Korea. And if Mr. Eisenhower and Mr. Dulles really 
want to get foreign aggressors out of Laos and other parts of 
Indochina, they might direct their appeals to our French 
allies. 

And as for the revolt of rebels in Malaya, we have this report 
from our own U. S. Bureau of Mines: “No evidence indicates 
material aid from outside Malaya.” (Mineral Trade Notes, 
Supple. No. 39, September 1952). : ao ee ; 

The Membership Meeting at Palos should face this question 
of colonial struggles, and our government’s policy in relation 
to colonialism and peace. What policy recommendations do you 
make for MFSA? | ee a = = 
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Oregon Chapter Speaks For Peace 

M. F. S. A. congratulates its Oregon Federation Chapter— 
for their constant activity, and for their excellent newsletter. 
The April 24 issue of that newsletter contained the following: 
“North American Newspaper Alliance states: 
‘Here’s a private analysis by a top-most government policy offi- 
cial on the powder-keg contents of the Kremlin’s peace moves— 
1. Russia could ruin the United States if she puts on a sus- 
tained peace drive lasting six months. 
2. The appraisal of this official is that the Americans are ripe 
for peace and the idea could take like wild fire in this country. 
3. He says the new administration would be playing right into 
the hand of the Reds if its tendency to cut and economize is 
snowballed in Congress. 
4. His hope is that this peace drive will peter out in a matter 
of weeks, as usual’. 
“This official is entirely accurate in saying that ‘“‘Americans are 
ripe for peace;” and everyone who reads this should take time 
to write to President Eisenhower asking him to work for im- 
mediate peace in Korea.” 


A Great President Speaks 


“The work, my friends, is peace. More than an end of this 
war—an end to the beginning of all wars. Yes, an end forever 
to this impractical, unrealistic settlement of the differences be- 
tween governments by the mass killing of people. 

“I can hear an old, old chorus . . . from the defeatists . . . 
oh yes, war is horror. War is hell. And yet, in their pale, 
anemic minds there is a kind of worship of this same horror 
of war. They tell us there can be no end to it... 

“You and I are not willing to concede that we were put heré 
on earth for no better purpose .. . Today the cult of the faint: 
hearted, the cringing adorers of a criminal precedent, is on the 
way out. And in a space of time as far back as history goes, there 
is something new under the sun.” From the last speech of Frank- 
lin Delano Roosevelt, written the day before he died. 


Methodism On War And Peace 


“The methods of Jesus and the methods of war belong to 
different worlds. When the teachings of Jesus are fully ac- 
cepted, war as a means of settling international disputes will 
die, and dying will set the world free from a cruel tyrant. 
The time is at hand when the Church must rise in its might 
and demand an international organization which will make 
another war impossible.” (From the peace section of Method- 
ism’s Social Creed, Discipline Paragraph 2020. We highly re- 
commend study and use of the entire, excellent statement.) 


LITERATURE YOU WILL WANT 


We Can Be Friends, by Carl Marzani, analysis of how the 
cold war got started; a well documented story of U. S. foreign 
policy since World: War II; $1.00. 

Dont Be A Jerk, a League for Fair Play publication by Hedi 
Seligson, is an excellent companion volume to M.F.S.A’s Propa- 
ganda How And Why It Works. Though listed at 25c and well 
worth it, M.F.S.A. can offer Don’t Be A Jerk to Bulletin readers 
for the bargain price of 10c (even less for bulk orders) —but 
only while the supply lasts. It is excellent for both young and 
adult group study on prejudice. 

Twenty-Five Years of Religious and Social Change, by Bisho 
Francis J. McConnell, Honorary Chairman of M. F. S. A., is still 
available to you, in limited quantity, for 5c a copy! 

Peace War and You, by Jerome Davis, 1952, was first pub- 
lished at $3.00. While the supply lasts we have an edition of 
this valuable peace aid, available to you for only $1.00. 


Native Fascists, an Army Talk Orientation Fact Sheet pub- 


lished first by the War Department in World War II, reprinted 


by MFSA and available for .05c. Dealing with such questions~ 


as How it Starts, How it Works, Does Fascism Lead to War, 
Can it Happen Here, Can We Spot it, How to: Stop it. 
Propaganda, How and Why It Works, by Dr. C. R. Miller. 
25c. This extremely popular booklet’ should be read by all 
socially-concerned M.F.S.A.ers, and should be distributed widely. 
You will find great value in this literature—so send your 
orders to MFSA TODAY! ’ 


, To MFSA, 150 Fifth AVENUE, New York 11, N. Y. - 
4 Enclosed is $ for copies of WE CAN BE 
FRIENDS; .......... copies of DON’T BE A JERK; ............ copies 
of PROPAGANDA; copies of TWENTY FIVE YE 

| OF RELIGIOUS AND SOCIAL CHANGE; copies - 
OF PEACE, WAR AND YOU; ........:. | copies of NATIVE 
FASCISTS. i 


BEHIND THE HEADLINES 


Behind the headlines proclaiming the administration’s ex- 
tension of repression by additions to the lists of subversive or- 
ganizations, and of the cold war from containment to liber- 
ation, is another chapter in the unwritten story of the extent 
to which those policies are based on falsehood, require deceit, 
destroy the truthfulness without which the social order can- 
not be held together. r 

The story of the Smith act trials in this respect, extended to 
non-communists by Congressional Committees, is one familiar 
to church historians. It repeats the methods used in religious 
inquisitions and persecutions—the falsifying of the documents, 
the use of false witnesses. In the communist cases the Marxist 
classics are twisted out of their meaning by scattered quota- 
tions without the qualifying context and regardless of their his- 
toric settirig. The witnesses who testify falsely are paid infor- 
mers, professional anti-communists making a large income out 
of such lectures and writing, criminals who are thereby pur- 
chasing immunity or lighter punishment. Admitted perjurers 
not only walk the streets free while honest, useful citizens go 
to jail, but they are kept on the payroll and used in the next 
trial. This corruption in the administration of justice goes 
deeper than the- financial venality of other officeholders and 
legislators. 

It was inevitable that the cold war should use falsehood in 
pursuit of its objectives since deceit is one of the military tech- 
niques. It is also an historic technique of diplomacy, parti- 
cularly in the form of denials. Hence the Elizabethan English 
saying that a diplomat is an honest man sent abroad to lie for 
his country. Since the cold war uses both military threats and 
diplomacy it has a double amount of original sin in respect 
to the truth. A typicalxexample is our replies in the U. N. to 
charges of using espionage, subversion and incitement to terror- 
ism in the New Democracies of Eastern Europe (Satellites to 
us.) The first time Gross for us gave a blanket denial. Reston 
of the New York Times said that only makes us look ridiculous. 
“Russia knows we are playing cops and robbers behind the 
Iron Curtain. All Europe knows it. About the only people who 
don’t know it are the people of the United States.” 

Recently, Lodge,. who was in the Intelligence Service, tried 
a factual denial. The charge had mentioned the hundred mil- 
lion addition to the Mutual Security Aid appropriation. He 
claimed that most of it went to help escapees. He must have 
known that the Bill specified ‘financing the activities of se- 
lected persons residing in or escaping from”, that the author 
of the clause had written to Warren Austin, our previous dele- 
gation head that acts of terrorism were included in his pur- 
pose. More important he must have known that there were 
larger funds for espionage and sabotage for whose use the 
President was exempted from the requirement to report to 
Congress. If he didn’t know, certainly most of the other dele- 
gates did, that Poland has a large sum it took from a spy ring 
which they say came from us, and we can have it back if-we 
want to claim it. 

A new factor has come into the situation with the develop- 
ment of psychological warfare. It was brought out on the floor _ 
of the Senate by Senator Flanders (R. Vermont) when our 7 
bomber was fired at twenty-five miles off the coast of Kamchatka. 
The Air Force said the plane was on a routine weather re- 
connaisance flight. The Senator said his information was that 
such flights did not go within 400 miles of Kamchatka, that 
the Air Force had issued a false report for propaganda pur- 
poses, that this. was waging psychological warfare against 
the people of the United States, and it must stop. & 

But this is exactly what the government has been doing ever 
since the cold war started, to get support for its military bud- — 
gets, its threats of force. The Truman doctrine was based on 
the claim that Russia would attack Western Europe and then us, 
Western Europe does not believe that. Our highest generalg 
have testified there is no evidence of any Soviet military pre- 
parations beyond those needed for defense of its frontiers. _ 

‘The slogans of the cold war are as false as its base. Defense? — 
A new name for the war department, to cover up the fact -_ 
that our kind of war has to be a war of attack. The | world? — 
Where is it? Carried over from free enterprise ‘and just as in- — 
accurate. But revealing that all these misleading terms are de- — 
signed to cover up the fact that the real objectives of the cold — 
war are economic—the domination and restoration of the capi- — 
talist economy. That is the real meaning of the latest Pee 
phrase “liberation.” ! 4 ‘ a = os 
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